
06/25/2007 22:40 4042709895
JUN-~-c~( l~:lb rrom:HL~I~L

MENSTOPPINGVIOLENCE
.xJ.l ="::.)..,)o,JJt;,J I I WI. ,Col I .... .Jl-JJ"-'

PAGE 02

To: K'Svrn 1. Munitl, Chaimlan
M ichacl J Copps, Commissioner
Jonathan S Adelftein, Commissioner
Deborah Taylor TaLe, Commissioner
Robert M McDowelt, Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 l2111 Stteet SW
Washington O. C. 20'54

RE: Uniy~a: Service Reform· we Docket No. 05.337

Dear Chairman and Commissionors:

1understand that the FCC is considering placil1g a cap on theuae 0 the l.Jnjv~rsaJ Semcc
FWld (USF) for wireless service. 1 am contacting )'OtJ to expresl y oppm;;tiQn to this
Wlfait, arbitrJl)' J)roposaJ. While such ltD approach may provide a 'quick-fix" lcadi~ to
the rapid elln~tionof fund growth. it w()ul~ also rMult in iii. t . lc disservice 10 rural
consumers. R.uml COnSUlDetli war.t and need expanded and improv d wireless s~1'Vicc6 in
rural areas fot public safety, WJPomic development, b\lsines~ and ('':'80nal noeds tllal: are
equ.ally impol1m:.t to th(.'fT! as they are to urban r;onsumers. Til is onc of the main
benefilS that nual consumers receive from the univmal serviee nd. jUit llS Con&ress
envislf:\Rcd when it initially establillhed the fund. A wirelCSi-on cap iii clearly anti~

COftlpetltive bec8UllC it singles out \Vir'~IC$$ tcchuulogy, which co umers are choosing
morc atId mot;: over lAJ'ldliucs. We should be rcwlU'diog competitio not punishing it.
What's mon:, rural Amcri,aus deti=rvc the same Recess to tel m SCl:Yiccj that 30re
aVljll'bJ~ in the rest of the country-isn't {bat the purpoSt of the US »

ConS1.Hll~t'S in rural pat1$ of America are n(l lonset content to have acce6S to onl)'
traditional wire-line telephone scrvi~c::. Consumers are clearly d andillg llCCI:'SS to the
benefits of mobility that only wireless lloMce provides. Thi mobility results in
\:.Xlrmlely important public safety benefits in rural areas. As runt) onaumc:rs travel from
home to work or school. wireless service provides a very aluable safety tool.
A\Jditionally. wirelosllI~ce in n.aa1 areas provides COn9umcrs wi acoess to broadband
services where broadb3tld services are not otherwis~ avail:lble. $ i~ a very important
factor as we seek to bring access 10 the in(omlarion age thltlugho our very rural slate.
Without conlinued support lor the expansion and upgrtil4inS f tbo ruml wireless
networks, consurn«a win nQt rccciVl; these benc±ira where they 0 not slrody exist,
UniveraaJ service SIIPPol1 is essential1.f rurnl consumers arc to be rovided ~'ice and
rates comparable to thOle uvailable in urbaa areas.

I have W1tne&..ed firsthand the benefits pCl,)vjdcd by expanded w'ir less services in rural
America. and I do not want to SClO those h~cfita dlminished iuiPpropriate USF
refonn. Much of the ex:pa.nrj~ availability of wirclols service in ural areas would not
have occurred withwt the USF support provided to wi~k$s ETC who could oot have:,:
lXCJnOm1caHy extended their ncrworks without ~~ch support.
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Pl~as= consider what h11litUl& the growth of wirc!ess access will 11 an fUT rucal Amenta.
Wirel~s!O technolo~y pla)'$ an evcr·incr-elUling cOle in economic 'owth and is a critical
iAstrumc-nt in emerg~rn;)' ~i"uuioo.s, but if the fecurr.mendcd cap s implemented, milnY
eomrtlunitie1i mil)' never mali:r.e these ooneilts. In a country tba~ p des hself on equality,
it sccm~ hypocritical to restrict certain individuals' access to ClientiaJ tool simply
becB\,;se of their gcogr.tphic l~~tion, ~~iel1y when they have c ntrib:.1\ed for yean to
the USF e1011g with everyone else.

I rcsp~tfully rcqul,;st that yon corefLllly con:iitlcr these facts a& U liIeek to reform the
~)tisting ftlnd, 1 uk you to ,ind cortlVt'litively neurral propOAls to slow fund grQwth,
ensure arcounlability for how these fundl3 ,He used DJ'ld promote continued expunsion
and improvement of these m~eh needed services in rural :lI'ea!l by selin,. funds to hisll
cost areas rather than by targeting refOlTQs to wlrelcss provid 1 ur~ you to vote
against the proposed c~p on universal servil;e support for wit(:less ce.
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